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Chapter r, on the opening vision of the Heavenly City within a
mirror, begins the running correlation of textual analysis with the sixtyfour manuscript illustrations printed in the appendix and makes intelligent
use of medieval optical theory to suggest the sense of the vision. Chapter 2
begins a lucid reading of the poem up through the point at which the
pilgrim must place his eyes in his ears. Chapter 3, still on the preparation
for the pilgrimage, takes the story until the entrance of Lady Memory.
Hagen gives apposite discussion of medieval memory systems and continues the story in the following chapter. Chapter 5 argues that "the pilgrim
is a sign, the pilgrimage a metaphor, the Pilgrimage a memorial system"
(n5). What earlier scholars had found merely bizarre in the work is
shown to be contrived to be memorable. Chapter 6 continues the discussion of the ways modern scholars have misunderstood this work and
centers on the differences between medieval and modern allegory.
This fine book might have been even better if it had been more
informed of the history of spirituality and theology. Hagen presents many
materials for, and in a sense gives, a study of the development of meditation
defined as image-forming prayer in the later Middle Ages. Yet, perhaps
because this development is not placed fully within the history of prayer
and devotion, and contrast is not clearly made to contemplation as imageless prayer, the author does not always ask all the questions she could of her
texts: for example, the quotation in note n on page 232 could have been
more fully explored. She never focuses on the fact that the Pelerinage was
written by a Cistercian nor asks where it stands in a tradition that,
already in Bernard himself, had developed both forms of prayer.
Here and there a detail is astray. Hagen relies on other scholars,
often in literary fields, for a certain amount of her knowledge and citation
of patristic and medieval writers. The result sometimes is use of antiquated editions or the passing on of dated information: the references
to St. Augustine on pages 9 and 109 suggest ignorance of the work of
Luc Verheijen. I presume "John'' on pages ro8 and 247 n. 46 should read
"James." Hagen still attributes the Epistle to Can Grande to Dante,
although I suppose one can not yet here say "case closed."
Glenn W. Olsen
University of Utah

Michael A. Hicks, ed., Profit, Piety and the Professions in Later Medieval
England, Alan Sutton, 1990, xxii, 170 pp., biblio., index, $30.00
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Prqfit, Piety and the Prefessions in Later Medieval England is a collection
of ten papers selected from among those read at the 1987 Winchester

Conference, a conference that attracts scholars relatively new to academe.
Mining sources neglected by other studies and reexamining sources already
combed by established historians, the authors of this collection offer the
reader an exciting journey into the realms of creative methodologies.
Charter attestations, for example, help define the interests of fifteenthcentury freeholders in their resident counties (see Roger Virgoe, "Aspects of
the County Community in the Fifteenth Century," 1-13). By approximately
1450, freeholders below the rank of knights, esquires, gentlemen, and
franklins comprise almost half of the names of witnesses on election
indentures. This suggests that shire activities were not as much dominated
by the gentry and aristocracy as is commonly thought. Poll tax returns for
late fourteenth-century Yorkshire disclose a number of women variously
employed (see P J. P Goldberg, "Women's Work, Women's Role, in the
Late Medieval North," 34-50). Not only were women present in force
among merchants, artisans (including smiths), and marshals, but they paid
taxes as single workers and as female heads of house. Scrutiny of chancery
and court records of the fifteenth century shows a growing number of
lawyers in courts at diverse levels, and, at the same time, a gradual rise in
status of civil lawyers (see N. L. Ramsay, "What was the Legal Profession?"
62-71, and Mark Beilby, "The Profits of Expertise: the Rise of the Civil
Lawyers and Chancery Equity," 72-90) . Systematic examination of wills
discloses a conventional piety among fifteenth-century English townspeople;
deathbed bequests and pious donations were relatively unimportant. The
distribution of moveable and real property well before one's death (and
therefore unmentioned in wills) argues more for material and familial concerns than for religious sensibilities (see Clive Burgess, "Late Medieval Wills
and Pious Convention: Testamentary Evidence Reconsidered," 14-33).
While most of the articles are based on quantitative analyses, others
utilize case studies to make similar points. Historical problems are
approached from both broad and narrow perspectives. N. L. Ramsay
demonstrates that lawyers were gradually able to reverse the popular
image of greed and corruption attached to the profession. By the midfourteenth century, lawyers were seen as devoted, skilled, experienced,
and wise. The improvement in status seems connected to familial ambition,
as exemplified in the careers of two royal justices (see Brigette Vale, "The
Profits of the Law and the 'Rise' of the Scrapes: Henry Scrape [d. 1336]
and Geoffrey Scrape [d. 1340], ChiefJustices to Edward II and Edward
III," 91-ro2).
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Familial interests are also prominent in the case ofJohn Holland (see
Michael Stansfield, '1"ohn Holland, duke of Exeter and Earl of Huntington
[d. 1447] and the Costs of the Hundred Years War," 103-18). Stansfield suggests that war buttressed the unsteady social status of the nobility by
enabling noblemen like Holland to fulfill their social responsibilities, including military defense of English continental holdings and military heroism
in the long fight against France. Social mobility, personal aggrandizement,
and power were goals of royalty and administrators alike during this turbulent era (see Rhidian Griffiths, "Prince Henry and Wales, 1400-1408," 51-6I;
Linda Clark, "The Benefits and Burdens of Office: Henry Bourgchier
[1408-83], Viscount Bourgchier and Earl of Essex, and the Treasurership
of the Exchequer," n9-36; and Margaret Condon, "From Caitiff and
Villain to Pater Patriae: Reynold Bray and the Profits of Office," 137-68).
The articles contribute to a balanced view of late medieval English
society: conditions changed as people responded to practical demands and
pursued their ambitions. It is ironic that the extant evidence, which points
to increased bureaucratization and governmental intrusion, also demonstrates
that much went on beyond the purview of courts oflaw and governments.
Stephanie Christelow
Idaho State University

Renate Blumenfeld-Kosinski, trans., The Writings of Margaret of Oingt:
Medieval Prioress and Mystic (D. IJio), Focus Library of Medieval Women
2, Focus Information Group, 1990, 86 pp., $8.95.
This slender work is the second volume of the Focus Library of
Medieval Women:, a series dedicated to making available significant
works by and about medieval women. Like the efforts of Peter Dronke,
Katherina M. Wilson, and Elizabeth Alvilda Petroff, this work of
Renate Blumenfeld-Kosinski is welcome indeed.
As far as we know, Prioress Margaret of Oingt was the only female
Carthusian mystic writer. Venerated as blessed but never canonized, she
remained an object of popular adoration until the French Revolution.
Except for an edition and French translation by Antonin Duraffour, Pierre
Gardette, and Paulette Durdilly (Societe d'Edition "Les Belles Lettres,"
1965) and an English translation of Mirror in Elizabeth Alvida Petroffs
Medieval Women's Visionary Literature (Oxford University Press, 1986),
Margaret's writings have been largely neglected.

